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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 6, "detects... with said vibration generator" (italics added, line 5) is 
confusing, as the generator does not provide any detection elements. Doesn't the 
sensor detect acceleration provided by the generator? 

As to claim 7, "detects... with said vibration generator" (italics added, lines 4-6) is 
confusing, as the generator does not provide any detection elements. Doesn't the 
sensor detect acceleration provided by the generator? 

Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Statement. 

Applicant describes (Figure 2; page 5, lines 4-22; corresponding to reference ISO 
5247-11:1993, listed in the PTO-1449) obtaining the sensitivity of a sensor 1 by 
applying vibration acceleration Asinwt to the sensor; and calculating "transverse 
sensitivity" (line 1 2 of p. 5). The axis of the (translational sensing) sensor 1 is aligned 
with the rotating ("varying an angle theta", p. 5, lines 13-14) source 4 of vibration 
acceleration. 

Figure 2 (and page 5) do not state that how the sensor 1 is connected to the 
source of vibration, and do not refer to a matrix. 
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As to claims 6,7, it would have been obvious to connect the accelerometer to a 
source of vibration Asinwt via a removable holder (i.e. jig) to allow for different size 
sensors to be connected to the same vibration source. In addition, it would have been 
obvious to calculate transverse sensitivity of one of the elements of a matrix as 
Applicant describes (p. 14, lines 13+, to p. 15, line 22) calculating sensitivity of elements 
of a matrix for subsequent usage. 

As to claim 8, it would have been obvious to average two accelerometers to 
obtain a representative value. 

As to claim 9, would have been obvious to employ the method of Figure 2 with a 
biaxial acceleration sensor as page 15, lines 4-22, relates determination of transverse 
sensitivity with biaxial sensors, which permits for accurate measurements. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kozlov et al teach (Para 102) measuring the transfer function of an 
accelerometer using a rotational oscillating table. Kozlov does not employ an 
independent measuring instrument (as called for in claims 6 and 7), as the PCS32i 
analyzer (Para 103) makes analysis based upon predetermined (lines 1-3 of Para 103) 
displacement, possibly suggestive of use of an external sensor (in lieu of predetermined 
displacements) for comparison. However, Kozlov's accelerometer clearly does not 
employ the claimed orientations ("transverse" (line 6 of claim 6; line 7 of claim 7) and 
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"axis ...defining the input acceleration to said sensor is aligned with a direction of a 
rotation axis of the vibration" (italics added, last three lines of claims 6 and 7). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert R. Raevis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2204. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 5:30am to 3pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hezron Williams, can be reached on 572-272-2208. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Robert R. Raevis/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2856 



